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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to determine the 
presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in correcting 
any errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 1 -7, 14-18, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bowers et al. (US Patent 6,025,780) in view of Otto (US PGPub 
2003/0177053 A1). 

4. In regards to claim 1 , Bowers discloses a method of distinguishing items for sale 
by a store from personal items brought into the store by a shopper comprising the steps 
of: 

storing stored item identification information associated with radio frequency 
identification (RFID) labels on items for sale by the store in an inventory file (Col. 2 
Lines 15-20; Col. 6 Lines 50 - 53; Col 12 Lines 6 - 8); 

reading RFID labels of items read by an RFID label reader as part of a purchase 
transaction to obtain identification information (Col. 1 Lines 22 - 45); 



Application/Control Number: 10/668,396 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3689 

comparing the read identification information to the stored identification 
information to determine whether each read RFID label is associated with an item for 
sale (Col. 2 Lines 29 - 34, 49 - 53); and 

ignoring the read identification information of any read RFID labels determined 
not to be associated with an item for sale as being associated with the personal items 
brought into the store by the shopper (Col. 9 - 10 Lines 15 - 33). 

Bowers discloses all of the above limitations, but fails to explicitly disclose: 

storing costs for items for sale in a price look-up file; 

utilizing the item identification information for each read RFID label associated 
with an item for sale to obtain the cost for the item from the price look-up file. 

Otto discloses that it is old and well known to use RFID labels in a retail 
environment. Otto further discloses that it is also old and well known for RFID labels to 
be used as a means of looking up price information in a price look up file within the retail 
system (Fig. 1; Page 1 U20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Bowers in view of the teachings of Otto to include 
the added feature of having an RFID label as a means to looking up cost information in 
a price look-up file. 

5. In regards to claim 2, Bowers discloses completing the purchase transaction for 
items having RFID labels associated with items for sale (inherently included); and 

updating the inventory file to mark any items for which the purchase transaction 
was completed as sold (Col. 2 Lines 15-26; Col. 9 - 10 Lines 15 - 33). 
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6. In regards to claim 3, Bowers discloses reading the RFID labels to obtain item 
identification information for an item read as the shopper exits the store (Col. 9-10 
Lines 15-33); 

utilizing the updated inventory file to determine if the RFID label are associated a 
personal item, items for sale, or sold items (Col. 9 - 10 Lines 15 - 33). 

7. In regards to claim 4, Bowers discloses displaying an alert on a security read 
display if it is determined the item is an item for sale (Col. 10 Lines 5 - 12). 

8. In regards to claim 5, Bowers discloses utilizing transaction software to create a 
shopper transaction to create a shopper transaction record identified by a unique 
transaction number and indicating purchased items of a receipt (Col. 9-10 Lines 54 - 
5). 

9. In regards to claim 6, Bowers fails to explicitly disclose utilizing a card reader to 
accept a payment card. 

However, Bowers does disclose that the method and system is used in a retail 
environment. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art that 
there are several methods of making a payment at a retail store, which would include 
the use of a credit card, gift card, or the like. As a result, it would have been obvious for 
a card reader to be present in order to carry out such a transaction. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention in view of the teachings of Bowers to include a card reader in 
the event that the customer would pay for the items with a credit card, gift card, or the 
like. 
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10. In regards to claim 7, Bowers discloses purging items marked as sold from the 
inventory file (Col. 3 Lines 8-11). 

11. In regards to claim 14, Bowers discloses a system for distinguishing items for 
sale by a store from personal items brought into the store by a shopper comprising: 

a label reader for reading radio frequency identification (RFID) label on items the 
shopper possesses at the time of a purchase transaction (Col. 1 Lines 27 - 36); 

memory for storing an inventory file of stored item identification information 
associated with RFI labels on items for sale by the store (Col. 2 Lines 15 - 26); and 

a computer for obtaining identification information from the RFID labels on the 
items the shopper possesses from the label reader, for comparing the read identification 
information to the stored identification information associated with the items for sale by 
the store to determine whether each read RFID label is associated with an item for sale, 
, and for ignoring the read identification information of any read RFID labels determined 
not to be associated with an item for sale as being associated with the personal items 
brought into the store by the shopper (Col. 9 - 10 Lines 15 - 33). 

Bowers discloses all of the above limitations, but fails to explicitly disclose: 

memory for storing costs for items for sale in a price look-up file; 

utilizing the item identification for each read RFID label associated with an item 
for sale to obtain the cost for the item from the price look-up table. 

Otto discloses that it is old and well known to use RFID labels in a retail 
environment. Otto further discloses that it is also old and well known for RFID labels to 
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be used as a means of looking up price information in a price look up file within the retail 
system (Fig. 1; Page 1 U 20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Bowers in view of the teachings of Otto to include 
the added feature of having an RFID label as a means to looking up cost information in 
a price look-up file. 

12. In regards to claim 15, Bowers discloses, wherein the computer comprises a 
transaction computer which is operated to complete a purchase transaction for items 
having RFID labels associated with an item for sale (Col. 9 - 10 Lines 15 - 33). 

1 3. In regards to claim 16, Bowers discloses wherein the computer further operates 
to update the inventory file to mark any items for which the purchase transaction was 
completed as sold (Col. 1 Lines 15 - 26). 

14. In regards to claim 17, Bowers discloses a security computer which determines 
that said label read as the shopper exits the store are for items for sale and not marked 
sold (Col. 10 Lines 5 -12). 

1 5. In regards to claim 18, Bowers discloses wherein the security computer controls 
display of an alert on a security display if it is determined any label read as the shopper 
exits the store is for an item for sale and not marked sold (Col. 10 Lines 5 - 12). 

16. In regards to claim 21 , Bowers discloses, wherein the computer also purges the 
inventory file to eliminate any items marked as sold (Col. 3 Lines 8-11). 
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Response to Arguments 

17. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7, 14-18, and 21 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gerardo Araque Jr. whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3747. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30AM - 
4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Janice Mooneyham can be reached on (571) 272-6805. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/G. A./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3689 
4/30/08 



/Dennis Ruhl/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3689 



